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DETAILED ACTION 
Introduction 

1 . This FINAL office action is in response to communications received on February 10, 
2009. Claims 1, 8, 9, 11, and 13 have been amended. Claims 3, 4, 10, and 14 have been 
previously cancelled. Claims 15 and 16 have been added. Claims 1, 2, 5-9, 11-13, 15, and 16 
are currently pending. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's amendments to the claims are sufficient to overcome all the 35 U.S.C. § 
112, second paragraph, rejections as set forth in the previous office action. 

3. Applicant's amendments to the claims are sufficient to overcome the 35 U.S.C. § 101 
rejections set forth in the previous office action. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered by the Examiner. In particular, 
Applicant argues regarding independent claims 1 and 8 that (1) Virta does not teach or suggest 
"the second scheduling request specifying that a portion of the requested amount of time is to be 
scheduled in a specific time slot within the requested time period," and that (2) all dependent 
claims are allowable as a result. 
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Regarding argument (1), Examiner respectfully disagrees. Virta teaches 'dynamic' 
scheduling, which enables users to 'soft' schedule an interval of time within a larger interval of 
time. As other obligations fill up the larger interval of time, the 'soft' schedule becomes a 'hard' 
schedule. Soft and hard scheduling are represented in fig. 4 of Virta, with soft scheduling 
represented by lower-case letters and hard scheduling represented by upper-case letters. Soft 
scheduling can be done through the use of fractions, percentages, or specific blocks of time 
within other blocks of time (par. 24). Additionally, Virta allows users to classify blocks of time 
as certain 'types'. Par. 28 of Virta discusses how jogging time can be scheduled to allow other 
users to join, whereas the free time of par. 22 is considered booked time. Another example 
would be setting a limit on how much of the day or week can be occupied by 'meetings' (par. 11). 

In order to best illustrate how these features of Virta anticipate the claimed invention, 
Examiner will run through an example: Consider Jeff, who works 8 hours a day (9:00am - 
5:00pm), who specifies that 50% of every Tuesday must be 'work undisturbed' time (similar to 
example schedule in Table at end of par. 24). This correlates to a first scheduling request for a 
requested amount of time (50% of Tuesday, 4 hours) sometime within a requested time period 
(Tuesday, 9:00am - 5:00pm). Next, because Jeff has an important business meeting from 
1 :00pm - 2:00pm, he schedules in one hour from 12:00pm - 1 :00pm of 'work undisturbed' time. 
Now, Jeffs schedule for Tuesday shows that he will work undisturbed from 12:00 - 1 :00pm, be 
in a meeting from 1 :00pm - 2:00pm, and will work undisturbed for 3 more hours sometime 
during the remaining 6 hours of the day. The hard scheduling of one hour of work undisturbed 
time from 12:00pm - 1 :00pm correlates to a second scheduling request that refines the first 
scheduling request (work undisturbed 50% of Tuesday, 4 hours) by specifying that a portion of 
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the requested amount of time (1 hour) is to be scheduled in a specific time slot (12:00pm - 
1 :00pm) within the requested time period (Tuesday, 9:00am - 5:00pm), the portion of the 
requested amount of time (1 hour) being less than the requested amount of time (1 hour out of 4 
hours), causing Jeffs availability during the specific time slot to be zero percent (booked). 
Additionally, a remaining portion of the requested amount of time (3 hours work undisturbed) is 
still scheduled within the requested time period (Tuesday, 9:00am - 5:00pm) except within the 
specific time slot (12:00pm - 1 :00pm), such that the availability of the resource (Jeff) for a 
remaining portion (6 hours, 9:00am - 12:00pm, 2:00pm - 5:00pm) of the requested time period 
(Tuesday, 9:00am - 5:00pm) to be greater than zero percent and less than one hundred percent (3 
hours work undisturbed out of 6 hours in the day remaining, 50%). Thus, Virta clearly 
anticipates the claimed invention. 

Regarding argument (2), Examiner respectfully disagrees as per the response to 
argument (1) above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1, 2, 5-9, 11-13, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Virta (US 2005/0065832 Al). 
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Regarding claim 1, Virta teaches a computer-implemented method comprising: 
receiving at a computer system a first scheduling request for a resource, the first 
scheduling request specifying that the resource is to be scheduled for a requested amount of time 
sometime within a requested time period, the requested amount of time being less than a 
maximum time amount that the resource is usable during the requested time period, wherein due 
to the first scheduling request the resource has an availability for the requested time period less 
than one hundred percent (Consider Jeff, who works 8 hours a day (9:00am -5:00pm), who 
specifies that 50% of every Tuesday must be 'work undisturbed' time (similar to example 
schedule in Table at end of par. 24). This correlates to a first scheduling request for a requested 
amount of time (50% of Tuesday, 4 hours) sometime within a requested time period (Tuesday, 
9:00am- 5:00pm)); 

receiving at the computer system a second scheduling request for the resource that refines 
the first scheduling request, the second scheduling request specifying that a portion of the 
requested amount of time is to be scheduled in a specific time slot within the requested time 
period, the portion of the requested amount of time being less than the requested amount of time 
(Next, because Jeff has an important business meeting from 1 :00pm - 2:00pm, he schedules in 
one hour from 12:00pm - 1 :00pm of 'work undisturbed' time. Now, Jeffs schedule for Tuesday 
shows that he will work undisturbed from 12:00 - 1 :00pm, be in a meeting from 1 :00pm - 
2:00pm, and will work undisturbed for 3 more hours sometime during the remaining 6 hours of 
the day. The hard scheduling of one hour of work undisturbed time from 12:00pm - 1 :00pm 
correlates to a second scheduling request that refines the first scheduling request (work 
undisturbed 50% of Tuesday, 4 hours) by specifying that a portion of the requested amount of 
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time (1 hour) is to be scheduled in a specific time slot (12:00pm - 1 :00pm) within the requested 
time period (Tuesday, 9:00am - 5:00pm), the portion of the requested amount of time (1 hour) 
being less than the requested amount of time (1 hour out of 4 hours), causing Jeffs availability 
during the specific time slot to be zero percent (booked)); 

scheduling by the computer system in an electronic schedule the portion of the requested 
amount of time in the specific time slot, wherein scheduling the portion of the requested amount 
of time causes the availability of the resource for the specific time slot to be zero percent (The 
hard scheduling of one hour of work undisturbed time from 12:00pm - 1 :00pm correlates to a 
second scheduling request that refines the first scheduling request (work undisturbed 50% of 
Tuesday, 4 hours) by specifying that a portion of the requested amount of time (1 hour) is to be 
scheduled in a specific time slot (12:00pm - 1 :00pm) within the requested time period (Tuesday, 
9:00am - 5:00pm), the portion of the requested amount of time (1 hour) being less than the 
requested amount of time (1 hour out of 4 hours), causing Jeffs availability during the specific 
time slot to be zero percent (booked)); and 

scheduling by the computer system in the electronic schedule a remaining portion of the 
requested amount of time within the requested time period except within the specific time slot, 
wherein scheduling the remaining portion of the requested amount of time causes the availability 
of the resource for a remaining portion of the requested time period to be greater than zero 
percent and less than one hundred percent (Additionally, a remaining portion of the requested 
amount of time (3 hours work undisturbed) is still scheduled within the requested time period 
(Tuesday, 9:00am - 5:00pm) except within the specific time slot (12:00pm - 1 :00pm), such that 
the availability of the resource (Jeff) for a remaining portion (6 hours, 9:00am - 12:00pm, 
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2:00pm - 5:00pm) of the requested time period (Tuesday, 9:00am - 5:00pm) to be greater than 
zero percent and less than one hundred percent (3 hours work undisturbed out of 6 hours in the 
day remaining, 50%)). 

Regarding claim 2, Virta teaches wherein the resource is a person that provides a service 
(par. 24, service is working), a machine, a tool, or a workstation. 

Regarding claim 5, Virta teaches wherein the first scheduling request specifies that the 
resource is to be scheduled for a predetermined number of hours within the requested time period 
that includes a specific date range (par. 23, example of "jog - 90 minutes, 8AM to 5PM Monday 
and Tuesday"). 

Regarding claim 6, Virta teaches wherein the second scheduling request refines 
the first scheduling request by requesting that a portion of the predetermined number of hours 
from the first scheduling request is to be scheduled for the specific time slot on a specific date 
within the date range (par. 22, scheduling requests for other meeting and/or required working 
undisturbed at certain times to meet deadlines, etc., are second scheduling request that specify a 
portion of the requested amount of time to be in a specific time slot). 

Regarding claim 7, Virta teaches wherein scheduling in the electronic schedule 
is done to determine a utilization of the resource (par. 15, 22). 

Regarding claim 8, it is rejected using the same art and rationale used above for 
rejecting claim 1 . This is because claim 8 claims a computer program product for performing the 
method of claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 9, Virta teaches wherein the executable instructions, when executed, 
further cause a resource planning application to receive at the computer system all time slots in 
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which the resource is usable within the requested time period (par. 12, 14, sharing, comparing, 
and superimposing calendars, par. 25, 26, checking a user's availability using shared calendars). 

Regarding claim 11, Virta teaches receiving at the computer system all time slots in 
which the resource is usable within the requested time period according to resource's availability 
information stored in a database (par. 12, 14, sharing, comparing, and superimposing calendars, 
par. 25, 26, checking a user's availability using shared calendars, fig. 2, database). 

Regarding claim 12, Virta teaches wherein the resource's availability information is 
maintained as a set of time intervals in the database (par. 15, interval storage unit, fig. 4, 5, hour 
time intervals). 

Regarding claim 13, Virta teaches referring by the computer system to resource's 
availability information to verify that the availability of the resource for the specific time slot on 
the specific date is sufficient for the second scheduling request (par. 31, 32, bookings for certain 
privileged people can be automatic). 

Regarding claim 15, Virta teaches wherein the first scheduling request and the second 
scheduling request are received from a same source (Consider Jeff, who works 8 hours a day 
(9:00am -5:00pm), who specifies that 50% of every Tuesday must be 'work undisturbed time 
(similar to example schedule in Table at end of par. 24). This correlates to a first scheduling 
request for a requested amount of time (50% of Tuesday, 4 hours) sometime within a requested 
time period (Tuesday, 9:00am - 5:00pm). Next, because Jeff has an important business meeting 
from 1 :00pm - 2:00pm, he schedules in one hour from 12:00pm - 1 :00pm of 'work undisturbed 
time). 
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Regarding claim 16, Virta teaches wherein the first scheduling request and the second 
scheduling request are received from a same source (Consider Jeff, who works 8 hours a day 
(9:00am -5:00pm), who specifies that 50% of every Tuesday must be 'work undisturbed' time 
(similar to example schedule in Table at end of par. 24). This correlates to a first scheduling 
request for a requested amount of time (50% of Tuesday, 4 hours) sometime within a requested 
time period (Tuesday, 9:00am - 5:00pm). Next, because Jeff has an important business meeting 
from 1 :00pm - 2:00pm, he schedules in one hour from 12:00pm - 1 :00pm of 'work undisturbed' 
time). 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jaime Cardenas-Navia whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1525. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 10:30AM - 7:00PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bradley Bayat can be reached on (571) 272-6704. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

May 25, 2009 

/J. CI 

Examiner, Art Unit 3624 



/Bradley B Bayat/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3624 



